323.   SPEECH AT GUJARAT NATIONAL COLLEGE,
AHMEDABAD
November 30, 1924
Addressing the students of the Gujarat National College, Mr. Gandhi said
that the proposed suspension of non-co-operation by the Congress did not mean
the closing of national educational institutions, or their affiliation with Govern-
ment universities. The existence of these institutions was an accomplished
fact, and it was up to the Provincial Congress Committee to keep them intact.
The speaker would not only suggest a resolution to be passed by the Con-
gress that such institutions should be kept up, but would suggest that whenever
they were desired by the people, even new ones should be established. If there
were students who did not believe in non-co-operation as a national necessity
but had given up Government educational institutions merely out of loyalty to
the Congress resolution, they were free, without any stigma attaching to them, to
rejoin Government colleges. The proposed suspension of non-co-operation would
enable the country to know the strength of confirmed non-co-operators. Non-
co-operation as a national programme might be suspended, but that did not
mean suspension by an individual or even by provinces, if the provinces would
retain it without causing bad blood or internal dissensions. The movement,
like every other human activity, might have its periods of ebbs and flow, but
it had come to stay, and would continue in some shape or form among men
and women or groups so long as the existing system of Government lasted.
Replying to a question, Mr. Gandhi said that ihe national schools and
colleges identified themselves with national politics in so far as they had to be
a living advertisement of what Hindu-Muslim unity should be, or what the
correct relation between the so-called untouchables and caste Hindus was to be,
and what the spinning-wheel meant The future historian would measure the
progress of non-co-operating educational institutions by the progress in them of
these three items. These three items were common cause between Swarajists
and No-changers. The difference was a difference in emphasis. They should not
believe that the Swarajists had accepted the ihaddar programme without any
belief in it It would be unjust to believe, unless there was proof to the COB-
trary, that any party said what it did not mean. There was no questm what-
ever of giving a go-by to khaddar. The speaker had no hesitation in saying that
those students who did not believe in the khaddan programme were wafting
time in remaining in national schools and colleges*
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